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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to applicant's amendment dated 9/21/2007. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 10-25, 27-28, 31-39 and 42-44 are pending in the case. 

3. Claims 5, 8, 9, 26, 29, 30, 40 and 41 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 42-44 are newly added. 

5. Claims 1 , 15, 22 and 36 are independent claims. 

Applicant's Response 

6. In Applicant's response dated 9/21/2007, applicant has amended the following: 
a) Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 14-16, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28, 31 and 35-37 

Based on Applicant's amendments and remarks, the following objections and 
rejections previously set forth in Office Action dated 6/22/2007 are withdrawn: 

a) Objection to Drawings 

b) Objection to claims 1-14 and 36-39 

c) 35 U.S.C. 101 Rejection to claims 22-35 and 40 

d) 35 U.S.C. 112 2 nd 112 Rejection to claims 1-14, 22-35, 37-39 and 41 

Information Disclosure Statement 

7. It is desirable to avoid the submission of long lists of documents if it can be 
avoided. Eliminate clearly irrelevant and marginally pertinent cumulative information. If 
a long list is submitted, highlight those documents which have been specifically brought 
to Applicant's attention and/or are known to be of most significance. See Penn Yan 
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Boats, Inc. v. Sea Lark Boats, Inc., 359 F. Supp. 948, 175 USPQ 260 (S.D. Fla. 1972), 
aff 'd, 479 F.2d 1338, 178 USPQ 577 (5th Cir. 1973), cert, denied, 414 U.S. 874 (1974). 

The information disclosure statements (hereinafter, "IDS") filed 7/13/2007, 
8/24/2007 and 10/22/2007 are 21 pages long and represents thousands of pages of 
highly technical disclosure. Thus, the IDS is a "long list." Moreover, a number of the 
references do not appear to be material to the patentability of the claimed invention. 

Thus, the references cited in the IDS will not be considered until an underlining of 
the most relevant references is provided and the references that are not material to the 
patentability of the claimed invention are deleted from the IDS. Do not highlight the 
most relevant references, since the IDS will be scanned and the highlighted references 
will not be visible. Rather, underline the most relevant references listed in the IDS. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claim 3, 4, 24, 25 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
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convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 
Claim 3: 

Claim 3 recites: "providing the user with an option to selectively restrict a 
portion of the contact information provided to the application". 

There is no mention of the newly amended limitation in the original Specification. 
Thus, the limitations include subject matter that was not described in the original 
Specification. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original Specification that 
describes this feature of the present invention, then Applicant should point it out (by 
page number and line number) in the response to this Office Action. 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by canceling the claim. 

Claim 24: 

Claim 24 recites: "providing the user with an option to block the application from 
receiving a some of the contact information". 

There is no mention of the newly amended limitation in the original Specification. 
Thus, the limitations include subject matter that was not described in the original 
Specification. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original Specification that 
describes this feature of the present invention, then Applicant should point it out (by 
page number and line number) in the response to this Office Action. 
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Applicant may obviate this rejection by canceling the claim. 
Claim 44: 

Claim 44 recites: "wherein the interface window restricts the list of selectable 
contact personas to only contact personas of the user". 

There is no mention of the newly amended limitation in the original Specification. 
Thus, the limitations include subject matter that was not described in the original 
Specification. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original Specification that 
describes this feature of the present invention, then Applicant should point it out (by 
page number and line number) in the response to this Office Action. 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by canceling the claim. 

Claims 4 and 25: 

Dependent claims 4 and 25 are rejected for fully incorporating the deficiencies of 
their respective base claims. 

10. Claims 22-25, 27, 28, 31-39 and 43 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 22: 
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Claim 22 appears to be a manufacture claim depending on a method claim. 
Therefore, the scope of the statutory category of the claim is not clear, rendering the 
scope of the claim as indefinite. 

Claim 36: 

Claim 36 appears to be a manufacture claim depending on a method claim. 
Therefore, the scope of the statutory category of the claim is not clear, rendering the 
scope of the claim as indefinite. 

Claims 23-25, 27, 28, 31-35, 37-39 and 43: 

Dependent claims 23-25, 27, 28, 31-35, 37-39 and 43 are rejected for fully 
incorporating the deficiencies of their respective base claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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12. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 10-25, 27-28, 31-39 and 42-44 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Brown, U.S. Published Application No. 
2002/0156895 A1. 

Claim 1: 

Brown teaches a computing system that is in communication with at least one 
application (see par. 27, Figures 1-3). (claim 1; i.e., In a computing system that is in 
communication with at least one application) 

Brown teaches a method for controlling how contact information is provided to 
one or more applications (see par. 27). (claim 1 ; i.e., a method for controlling how 
contact information is provided to one or more applications, the method 
comprising:) 

Brown teaches a contact information module comprising of one or more 
applications and the contact information module shares contact information via 
detecting a request initiated by a particular user from the one or more applications (see 
par. 27, par. 32). (claim 1; i.e., detecting a request from an application for contact 
information corresponding to a particular user;) 

Brown teaches prior to providing the user's application with access to the contact 
information, determining whether the user's application is authorized to access the 
contact information (see par. 34, par. 39). (claim 1; i.e., prior to providing the 
application with access to the contact information, determining whether the 
application is authorized to access the contact information;) 
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Brown teaches upon determining that the user's application is authorized to 
access the contact information, identifying available contact personas associated with 
the particular user, each of the contact personas comprising contact information about 
the particular user and presenting to the user a list of selectable contact personas (see 
abstract, par. 35) (claim 1; i.e., upon determining that the application is authorized 
to access the contact information, identifying available contact personas 
associated with the particular user, each of the contact personas comprising 
contact information about the particular user; upon identifying the available 
contact personas, presenting to the user a list of selectable contact personas 
associated with the user and that each include contact information 
corresponding to the user;) 

Examiner interprets the user's application to be capable of accessing and 
updating his or her own contact personas comprising contact information (see abstract). 

Brown teaches prompting the user to select a specific group of contact 
information ("contact persona") from the groups of contact information ("listed contact 
personas") that will be shared with an identified person (see par. 35). (claim 1; i.e., 
receiving a user selection of a contact persona from the list of the listed contact 
personas;) 

Brown teaches upon receiving the user selection of the specific group of contact 
information, determining an appropriate format in which the contact information 
corresponding to the selected contact persona will be presented to the user's 
application, with the user's application being provided with the selected specific group of 
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contact information (see par. 35-36). (claim 1; i.e., upon receiving the user selection 
of the listed contact persona, determining an appropriate format in which the 
contact information corresponding to the selected contact persona will be 
presented to the application; and providing the application with the contact 
information corresponding to the selected contact persona.) Examiner interprets 
the user to be capable of updating his or her own groups of contact information (i.e., 
business or personal) via user's application. 

Claim 2: 

Brown teaches each of the available contact personas correspond to a single 
user of the computing system (see abstract), (claim 2; i.e., wherein each of the 
available contact personas correspond to a single user of the computing system.) 

Claim 3: 

Brown teaches prior to providing the user's application with contact information, 
providing the user with an option to selectively permit access to a portion of the contact 
information provided to the user's application (see par. 35). (claim 3; i.e., prior to 
providing the application with the contact information, providing the user with an 
option to selectively restrict a portion of the contact information provided to the 
application.) Examiner interprets that by permitting access to a portion, Brown's 
invention is also restricting access to the portion that is not permitted. 
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Claim 4: 

Brown teaches displaying default selections (i.e., personal information, business 
information) to inform the user what the contact information will be used for (i.e., 
personal or business) (see par. 35). (claim 4; i.e., displaying a privacy value 
proposition to inform the user what the contact information will be used for.) 
Examiner interprets the displayed default selections to be equivalent to a privacy value 
proposition because the default selections are capable of informing the user what the 
contact information will be used for (i.e., personal use or business use). 

Claim 6: 

Brown teaches controlling what corresponding contact information is provided to 
the user's application which is capable of constituting a subset (i.e., personal 
information) of the available contact information (i.e., personal and business 
information) (see par. 35). (claim 6; i.e., wherein the corresponding contact 
information to be provided to the application constitutes a subset of the available 
contact information associated with the selected contacted persona.) 

Claim 7: 

Brown teaches wherein the subset (i.e., personal information) of the available 
contact information (i.e., personal and business information) is selected based on the 
intended use of the contact information (see par. 35). (claim 7; i.e., wherein the 
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subset of the available contact information to be provided to the application is 
selected based on the intended use of the contact information.) 

Examiner interprets the intended use of the personal and/or business information 
to be for personal or business purposes, respectively. 

Claim 10: 

Brown teaches whether the user's application is authorized to access the contact 
information is determined based upon one or more authorization provided in an access 
control list (see par. 36). (claim 10; i.e., wherein whether the application is 
authorized to access the contact information is determined based upon one or 
more authorizations provided in an access control list of the computing system.) 

Claim 11: 

Brown teaches the application requesting information to be capable of being 
hosted on a remote system communicating via Internet with the computing system (see 
par. 8, par. 25, par. 29, Figures 1-2). (claim 11; i.e., wherein the application 
requesting information is hosted on a remote system that is in communication 
with the computing system through the Internet.) 

Claim 12: 

Brown teaches the application requesting the contact information to be capable 
of being hosted by the computing system (see par. 8, par. 25, par. 29, Figures 1-2). 
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(claim 12; i.e., wherein the application requesting the contact information is 
hosted by the computing system.) 

Claim 13: 

Brown teaches contact information including a name and an address (see par. 
20). (claim 13; i.e., wherein the requested contact information includes at least 
one of a name and an address.) 

Claim 14: 

Brown teaches a first contact persona (i.e., personal information) differing from a 
second contact persona (i.e., business information) and for both contact personas to 
correspond to the user (see par. 35). 

(claim 14; i.e., wherein the available contact information corresponding to a first 
contact persona differs from the contact information corresponding to a second 
contact persona, even though the first and second contact personas both 
correspond to the same user.) 

Claim 15: 

Brown teaches providing an interface object for allowing a user to select a 
contact persona from a plurality of possible contact personas as recited in claim 15 (see 
par. 35). (claim 15; i.e., in response to a request for contact information by an 
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application, providing an interface object comprising a plurality of listed and 
selectable contact personas that are all associated with a single person and 
allowing a user to select one of the contact personas to be provided to the 
application, wherein the respective contact information corresponding to a first 
contact persona differs from the available contact information corresponding to a 
second contact persona, even though the first and second contact personas are 
both associated with the same person;) 

Brown teaches in response to a user selection of a contact persona, displaying 
the respective contact information corresponding to the selected contact persona (see 
par. 41-42). (claim 15; i.e., in response to a user selection of a particular contact 
persona, displaying the respective contact information corresponding to the 
selected contact persona;) 

Brown teaches updating ("modify") the respective contact information as recited 
in claim 15 (see abstract, par. 32, par. 35, par. 41, par. 46). (claim 15; i.e., and 
enabling the user to modify the respective contact information corresponding to 
the selected contact persona;) 

Brown teaches a user initiating an application to seek contact information from 
the computing system, and providing the respective approved contact information 
corresponding to the selected contact persona (see par. 27, par. 32, par. 35). (claim 15; 
i.e., and upon the user approving the respective contact information, providing 
the respective contact information corresponding to the selected contact persona 
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to the application.) 

Claim 16: 

Brown teaches a plurality of selectable contact personas including at least a 
business persona and a personal persona (see par. 35). (claim 16; i.e., wherein the 
plurality of listed and selectable contact personas includes at least a business 
persona, a personal persona, and an anonymous persona.) 

Claim 17: 

Brown teaches an approved list associated with the stored contact information 
(see par. 36, par. 38). (claim 17; i.e., wherein the respective contact information is 
displayed with one or more privacy policies of the application that specify at least 
one of how and when the contact information will be used by the application.) 

Examiner interprets the approved list to include contact information of when the contact 
information will be used by the application (i.e., when a user on the approved list 
attempts to access the contact information with the application). The approved list is 
interpreted to be a form of a privacy policy because the approved list communicates 
when an application used by a user cannot access the stored contact information. 



Claims 18-20: 
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Claims 18, 19, and 20 are method claims and are substantially encompassed in 
method claims 11,12 and 13 respectively; therefore the method claims are rejected 
under the same rationale as method claims 11,12 and 13 above. 

Claim 21: 

Brown teaches contact personas are associated with a logged on user of the 
computing system (see par. 34, par. 39, par. 45). (claim 21; i.e., wherein the contact 
personas are associated with a logged on user of the computing system.) 

Claims 22-24: 

Claims 22-24 include a program embodied on a computer readable medium to 
implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claims 1-3 
respectively; therefore the claims are rejected under the same rationale as method 
claims 1-3 above. 

Claim 25: 

Claim 25 includes a program embodied on a computer readable medium to 
implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claim 4; therefore 
the claim is rejected under the same rationale as method claim 4 above. 



Claims 27 and 28: 
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Claims 27 and 28 include a program embodied on a computer readable medium 
to implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claims 6 and 7 
respectively; therefore the claims are rejected under the same rationale as method 
claims 6 and 7 above. 

Claims 31-35: 

Claims 31-35 include a program embodied on a computer readable medium to 
implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claims 10-14 
respectively; therefore the claims are rejected under the same rationale as method 
claims 10-14 above. 

Claims 36-39: 

Claims 36, 37, 38 and 39 are substantially encompassed in method claims 15, 
16, 17 and 18 respectively; therefore claims 36, 37, 38 and 39 are rejected under the 
same rationale as method claims 15, 16, 17 and 18 above. 

Claim 42: 

Brown teaches wherein the plurality of listed and selectable contact personas 
includes business information (see par. 35). (claim 42; i.e., wherein the plurality of 
listed and selectable contact personas also includes an e-commerce persona.) 

Examiner interprets the business information to be capable of being use as e-commerce 
information because e-commerce information is related to business information. 
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Claim 43: 

Claim 43 includes a program embodied on a computer readable medium to 
implement the steps that are substantially encompassed in method claim 42; therefore 
the claim is rejected under the same rationale as method claim 42 above. 

Claim 44: 

Brown teaches an application capable of having an interface window to display 
only the contact personas of the user, when the user updates his or her own contact 
information (see abstract, par. 27). (claim 44; i.e., wherein the list of selectable 
contact personas are present in an interface window and when wherein the 
interface window restricts the list of selectable contact personas to only contact 
personas of the user.) 



Response to Arguments 

13. Applicant's arguments filed 9/21/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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Prior Art Rejections 

Applicant argues that Brown fails to teach or suggest the claimed invention, 
particularly in view of the claim amendments that have been made by this paper which 
were discussed with the Examiner during the in person interview. In particular, while 
Brown generally discloses embodiments for controlling access to contact information, 
Brown fails to teach or suggest any embodiment as recited in claim 1 wherein an 
application's access, not a user's access, is controlled. Instead, Brown teaches that a 
contact information module (i.e. software) can be used to permit an individual to control 
access to his or her contact information by another individual (see Response Page 13 
last full paragraph). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Firstly, Examiner notes that possible proposed claim amendments were 
discussed during the interview (see Interview summary dated 8/27/2007). However, no 
agreement was reached as to whether the proposed claim amendments would 
overcome the applied Brown reference. 

Secondly, Brown does suggest an embodiment wherein an application access is 
controlled. Applicant admits that Brown teaches that a contact information module can 
be used to permit an individual to control access to his or her contact information by 
another individual. Brown also teaches the contact information module to comprise of 
one or more applications with which contacts information can be shared (see par. 27). 
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Therefore, if the contact information module can be used to permit and the contact 
information module comprises of one or more applications, then clearly Brown must 
teach or suggest controlling an application access because an application can be used 
for the individual to communicate a request to access contact information. 

Applicant asserts that in Brown a user is requesting contact information, not an 
application (see Response Page 13 last two lines of last full paragraph). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

In Brown, an individual user must request contact information by using an 
application of the contact information module (see par. 27). An individual user is not 
capable of requesting contact information without an application because Brown 
discloses an application permitting access to contact information. Therefore, an 
application communicates the user's request to access contact information. 

Applicant argues Brown fails to teach any method for controlling access to 
contact information by presenting the user with a list of the available contact personas 
corresponding to the contact information from which list the user selects an appropriate 
contact persona to be provided to the application, particularly a list of selectable contact 
personas that each correspond to contact information about the user (see Response 
Page 14 1 st full paragraph). 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Brown teaches a method of permitting a user to control access to what 
information is viewable (see par. 35). 

Brown further teaches the capability of a user to manually select each piece of 
contact information to be shared (see par. 35). 

Therefore, Brown must anticipate presenting the user with a list of available 
contact personas (i.e., personal or business information) corresponding to the contact 
information about the user from which the user can manually select the appropriate 
piece of contact information to be shared. 

Applicant argues that the present claims require the user's concurrent 
involvement in the provision of identifying and selecting contact information to be 
presented the application, after the application requests the contact information, and 
prior to presenting the information to the application. Not only does Brown fail to 
disclose this limitation, but it would be incapable of performing it. (See Applicant 
Response Page 14 2 nd full paragraph) 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., user's concurrent involvement in the provision of identifying and selecting contact 
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information to be presented the application, after the application requests the contact 
information, and prior to presenting the information to the application) are not recited in 
the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, 
limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 
F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant contends that the arguments for claim 1 also apply to claim 15. (see 
Response Page 14 3 rd full paragraph) Therefore examiner responds to those same 
arguments for claim 1 5 with the same rationale as stated above for claim 1 . 

Applicant asserts that claim 15 also includes additional limitations that even 
further distinguish from Brown, including the limitation for enabling the user to modify 
the information after the selection of the persona is made and prior to presenting the 
information to the application, (see Response Page 14 3 rd full paragraph) 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Brown teaches updating ("modify") the respective contact information as recited 
in claim 15 (see abstract, par. 32, par. 35, par. 41, par. 46). Therefore, the user can 
access his or her own contact information, and default selections have been made and 
prior to presenting the newly updated contact information to the applications when the 
newly updated contact is requested. 
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Applicant argues that because claims 22 and 36 are computer program product 
claims containing the same methods as claims 1 and 15 respectively, Brown likewise 
fails to teach or suggest the limitations of these claims, (see Response Page 14 4 th full 
paragraph) 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant arguments with respect to claims 22 and 36 are substantially 
encompassed in the arguments for claims 1 and 15 respectively, therefore examiner 
responds with the same rationale as stated above. 

Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Henry Orr whose telephone number is (571) 270 1308. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8 to 4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on (571) 272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

11/9/2007 
HO 

/(Doug Hutton/ 
Doug Hutton 
Supervisory Primary Examiner 
Technology Center 2100 
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